2537 Regent St., Apt. 202 
Berkeley, Calif. 94704 
January 1 , 1969 

Harold Weisberg 
Route 8 ■ 

Frederick, Md. 21701 
Dear Harold, 

Catching up on some odds and ends relating to Archives documents: 

(1) See your memo of 11/25/68 on Eddie Redaell interview, CD 205:467-9. 

On the address of Harold Van Buren: Jim S. advises that EMerson is a Dallas 
prefix, and there is a Chevy Chase in Dallas as well as D.C. He believes that 
there is an interview with Bowen, which Hal Verb has. 

(2) Untitled memo headed "Case NO." from your unofficial Dallas source 

refers (page 2, part E) to one Jack B. Armstrong, allegedly contacted by LHO 
in Houston. Jack Armstrong is indexed to CD 385 > p. 209, which we do not have; 
adjacent pages concern allegations by Billy Lee (a.k.a. H.L.) Jones, 

who claimed to have been connected with ONI. Certain writings by Jones were 
given to Dallas Constables, and then to the FBI. It looks pretty nutty but we 
will follow it up, 

(3) Loren Butler (CD 75*697, which you sent me). Butler says he saw LHO 
distributing literature on August 8 and read about it in the paper the next day. 
Unless I am quite confused, he must be wrong at least about the latter. Should 
be checked. 

(4) Tarsikes : I could not reach Rush by phone, and have written him. 

(5) Enclosed: (a) CD 1107, pp. 373-^- (Drennan), as requested, (b) CD 75, 
p. 687 (Steele) If taken literally, this means that the 6 stills the FBI was 
showing people did not include tha third man. I doubt it, but that's what to 
it says - unless Steele was not telling the truth, for which there might have 
been a reason, (c) CD 85 , p. 457 (interview with iMiMifl— Mulholland, NBC, 
mentioning $ Ferrie). This is not in the Ferrie pages of 0 in N.0. I don't 
have a list of pages that were origiaally withheld on Ferrie, but I assume that 
this was not among them. 

(6) Oswald deprived of counsel: CD 735, p. 375 indicates that Harold McDervid 
of Chicago tried to phone LHO in jail on 11/20, and later talked to Western Union. 
Page 376 (enclosed) indicates that his telegram to LHO was at first not delivered. 
In February, Fritz said that the telegram had been delivered "subsequently" and 
that Oswald took no action. McDermid told the FBI that this telegram was an offer 
to act as counsel to Oswald (CD 642, pp. 2-3). Fritz was asked about this incident 
in his testimony but remembered little (4H241). McDermid claimed not to have known 
Oswald; his action seems quite proper but might be worth checking out. 

(7) I have Hoover's letter of 1/27/64 to Rankin, on Oswald as agent, where 

he confirms allegation in Nation - about Hosty's name, &c. As in other letters 
on this matter, JEH is curt. If you have any further questions, “we would 

appreciate being contacted directly." That may mean something. (3 page letter.) 

(8) Another literature distribution witness: William Allen Simms III, 813 
N. Rampart St., N.0. (CD 14, p. 30). Date not given; location: on Canal St. near 

a Walgreen's Drug Store. Simms said he called the Police and was told that several 
complaints had previously been received. May be sSSgg&i worth talking to; can't tell. 



• (9) and WDSU stilHs in CD 87, SS 200. I was sent copies of the mmk 

‘ notation on the rear of each photo, and told that permission from the stations 
i was needed for copies. One of the 3 WDSU stills has not been located. One 
of the WWL stills is Garner Ex h. 1. I do not plan to pursue this further. 

(10) If you want M it, we have the original FBI report on Giesbrecht’s 
story. (CD 645, 6 pp.; he is not named.) This was on Gary's microfilm. 

(11) Deletions in CE 1536 (Civello): the file copy of this CS has a 
handwritten, unsigned note reading "omit everything after (paragraph) 2." 
Really wierd - looks like this CS could have been completely omitted. Civello, 
by the was, was Mafia J bigshot (Apalachin) . 


Jim Schmitt's initial reaction to going to N.O. was negative. He is in the 
process of finding a job, will think it over. 

EZS Thanks for sending me your notes on my correspondence re 544 Camp. 

There is one point I disagree with very strongly, and urge you to reconsider. 

The Justice Department did not say, nor, I think, did it imply, that it is 
currently carrying on an Investigation of this matter. There is only the 

one reference by Devine to isaafc the fact that a "record copy" of the Quigley 
pamphlet is in their "investigative files." I take this to" mean simply the files 
relating to investigations - past or present, and , in this case, their 
investigation of Oswald before (and/or after) the assassination. Any reason 
for thinking otherwise? What else would you call those old files? 

lou noted correctly that one of the reasons cited for withholding 
this item was that it is in the investigative files. I don't think this would 
stand up, since (if my memory is correct) the Freedom of Information Bill was 
meant to cover investigative reports. The other reason cited (which 

your memo did not mention) is "the fact that the 'document is available at Archives." 
(sic) I intend to pursue this after I get the clarification on the address which 
have asked for, since a document which the Archivist cannot find is hardly 
"available "at the Archives. I would guess that Devine considered this the major 
reason for not sending me a copy of the pamphlet. Remember also that the people 
I was corresponding with A in the Department were probably getting their info 
from the FBI. (The original responses suggest that the Department had passed my 
inquiries on to the FBI, perhaps not quite accurately, and the FBI responded in 
its characteristic evasive manner.) Perhaps Devine did not want to contradict 
the FBI’s position that everything (perhaps specifically ifamat including this 
pamphlet, perhaps not) had been given to the Warren Commission. 

* Incidentally, although the Justice Department is certainly re-investigating 
the assassination (and Garrison), I don't think they would have admitted it to me, 
even inadvertent!^. The reference to "investigative files" could easily have been 
left out of Devine's first letter. 

If you now agree with my interpretation, please pass it on to Moo. 


Happy new year and all that. 



